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“6. Period ol operation and cancellation ot 
nonlication . 

(1) Subject to the provisions of sub-section 
(2), a notification issued under section 
3 shall if the declaration made therein 
is confirmed by the Tribunal by an order 
made under section 4, remain in force 
for ajperiod of two years from the date 
on which the notification becomes effec¬ 
tive. 

(2) Notwithstanding anythong contained in 
sub-section (1), Central Government may, 
either on its own motion or on the ap¬ 
plication of any person aggrieved, at any 
time, cancel the notification issued under 
secion 3 whether oi not the declarat'on 
made therein ha^ been confirmed by the 
Tribunal”. 

It may be pertinent to observe here that in the 
original Bill there was a proviso of clause (1) em¬ 
powering' the Government to continue the ban under 
certain circumstances even beyond two years. The 
said proviso was, however, omitted on the recom¬ 
mendation of the Joint Committee which was of the 
opinion that it was not desirable that the Govern¬ 
ment should have the power to continue the ban on 
unlawful association without a fresh judicial deter¬ 
mination with regard 'to such continuation. 

There are some of the provisions of the Act which 
will be relevant for the purpose of the present en¬ 
quiry. 

It may also be expedient at this stage to refer 
briefly to the history of the organisations in ques¬ 
tion, their aims and objectives and also the notifica¬ 
tions under section 3(1) of the Act made in the past 
from time to time declaring these organisations as 
unlawful. It is not neccyary lor the present enquily 
to go in*o the history of the Meitei Extremist Move¬ 
ment dating back 'to the year 1966. To know the 
aims and objectives of th^se organisations and their 
past activities it will be sufficient to relate back to 
the year 1979 when by notification dated 26-10-1979 
two of these organisations viz.. People’s Liberation 
Army (PLA) and People’s Revolutionary Party 
of Kanleipak (PREPAK) were declared unlawful bv 
the Central Government. The grounds on which 
Kt^y were declared unlawful were that these orga- 

ations had openly declared as their objectives *he 
formation of an independent Manipur comprising the 
State of Maffipur and have resorted to violent acti¬ 
vities in pursuance of their objectives and br'ng 
about cession of the said State from the Union of 
India, (iij bad been employing armed forces, 
namely, the so c ,filed Peopled Liberation Army and 
the Red Army and ‘he other bod-'es set up by them, 
to achieve their aforesaid objective, (iii) had, h 
furtherance of their afomru'd objective been employ¬ 
ing the said armed forces in attacking the Security 
Forces and the fuil Government and the citizens in 
the State of Manipur, and indulging in act.> of loot¬ 
ing intimidation npain-t the civilian population and 
collection of funds for their organisations; and (iv) 
had, to achieve their aforesaid objective, maintained 


contacts with foreign countries through their orga¬ 
nisations with a view to securing financial assistance 
and assistance by way of arms and training and had 
secured such assistance. For these reasons the Cent¬ 
ral Government being of the opinion that these 
organisations were unlawful declared them to be 
unlawful under sub-section (1) of section 3 of the 
Act by ihe aforesaid notification. This notification 
was referred to the Tribunal as contemplated by sec¬ 
tion 4 of the Act. The Tribunal, on consideration 
of the various materials before it, by its order dated 
29-3-1980 confirmed the declaration made by the 
Government in the aforesaid notification. In its 
order the Tribunal obsersed as under 

‘‘On persual of these documentary evidence 1 
have no manner of doubt that there are 
enough materials at the disposal of the 
Central Government to hold that the open 
and declared objective of “the Meitei Ex¬ 
tremist Organisations” are to form an inde¬ 
pendent Manipur and they resorted to vio¬ 
lent activities in pursuance ot their objec¬ 
tives and to bring about cession of the said 
State from the Union of India. It is also 
evidence from the evidence adduced and 
mainly the documentary evidence that the 
association have been employing anjied 
forces named and styled by them as Peo¬ 
ple’s Liberation Army, the Red Army and 
some other bodies set up by them to achi¬ 
eve their objectives. I have no hesitation 
in holding, on persual of the documents, 
that “The Meitei Extremist Organisations” 
have and are employing armed forces 
named above in order to achieve their 
aforesaid objectives.” 

The Tribunal further found that these organisa¬ 
tions in furtherance of their aforesaid objective had 
employed their armed forces in attacking securitv 
forces, civil Government and citizens in the State 
of Manipur and indulged hi acts of looting and 
intimidation of the civilian population and had also 
been collecting funds for their organisations. The 
fund existing by the Tribunal. The Tribunal also 
observed that these organisations continued to main¬ 
tain contracts with foreign countries with a view to 
secure financial assistance and assistance by wav of 
turns and training and had m fact secured such asist- 
ance. In the light of these findings, the Notification 
declaring these organisations as unlawful was con¬ 
firmed by the Tribunal. 

As the period of operation of Notification made 
under section 3 (1) of the Ac* is two years from the 
date on which ~Tt becomes effecive the Notification 
dated 26-10-1979 was to expire on 26-10-1981. On 
tha* date the Central Govemmen made a fresh 
Notification under section 3 (1) of the Ac* declaring 
these two organisations namely PLA and PREPAK 
as unlawful. This Notification was also referred to 
the Tribunal which confirmed the f he same bv its 
order dated 25-3-1982. Fresh Notification was again 
ma<> on fhe expiry of two years on 26-10-1984 dec¬ 
laring Buy** two very organisations as unlawful. 
This too was confirmed by the Tiibunal by its onle- 
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dated 2o-10-1985 the Central Government again 
declared these organisations as unlawful. This Noti¬ 
fication was also confirmed by the Tribunal. 

On the expiry of the term of aforesaid Notification 
another Notification was made on 26-10-19N/ 
under section 3(1) ot the Act. By this 

Notification, in addition to the two organisations 
which were declared unlawful from time to 

time since 1979 namely People's Liberation 
Army (PEA) and People’s Revolutionary Party ol 
Kanglcipak (PREPAK), one more organisation 
namely United National iibeiation Front (UN1F» 
was also declared unlawful. The reasons fof the 
declaration were more or less the same as specified in 
the earlier notifications. This notification was also 
referred to the Tribunal. The Tribunal, in addition 
to the material produced before it, also considered the 
history of all these three organisations, in regard to 
the aims and objectives of the earlier two organisa¬ 
tions namely PLA and PREPAK, it referred to the 
various documents and also the findings of the earlier 
Tribunal. In regard to United National Liberation 
Front (UNLF), which had for the first time been 
declared unlawful by the aforesaid notification dated 
26-10-1987, it observed that this organisation had 
become very active in the pursuit of its avowed object, 
among others, to achieve an independent Manipui 
after secession from the Union of India through armed 
revolution. From the material on record the Tribu- 
fial further found that in course of time it had trans¬ 
formed itself into a militant organisation with an 
avowed object to achieve an independent Manipur. 
Considering the material on iecord and the evidence 
of the witnesses, the Tribunal confirmed the Notifica¬ 
tion dated 26-10-1987 declaring all the three organi¬ 
sations namely PLA, PREPAK and UNLF as unlaw¬ 
ful. Further notification issued on 26-10-1989 declar¬ 
ing these three organisations as unlawful was again 
confirmed by the Tribunal by order dated 16-5-1990. 
It was held that on a careful consideration of the 
documents produced bc.o.e it, it was clear to it that 
these organisations namely, People’s Liberation 
Army (Eastern Region) (PLA), People’s Revolu¬ 
tionary’ Party of Kangleipak (PREPAK) and Red 
Army and its offshoots and United N tiional Libera¬ 
tion Front (UNLF) had conlinued to pursue their 
aims and objectives to secede from the Union of India 
by unlawful armed activities, such as I’il'ihg innocent 
People including the security forces, committing rob¬ 
beries and dacoitics, looting individuals, Banks, busi¬ 
ness houses and Government treasuries, forcible col¬ 
lection of funds besides contacts with similar elements 
in foreign countries like Bangladesh, Burma and China 
to procure arms and ammunitions and training for their 
members and that ; n view of these act'vitles there 
was sufficient cause for the Central Government, to 
declare these organisations as unlawlul bv notification 
dated 26-10-1989. 

The aforesaid notification after being 'mfirmed by 
the Tribunal, was to continue for a period of two 
years from that date unless cancelled earlier by the 
Central Government : n csercise of the p wers confer¬ 
red on it under ‘mb section (2) of section 6 of the 
Act. The Central Government did not pass any such 
order during the period of (wo years cancelling the 
said notification. On the oilier hand, on the expiry 
of this notification of 1 Q 89, it made the notification 


under reference dated 26-10-1991 again declaring 
these three organisations as unlawful, it is this noti¬ 
fication which has been icfeired to this Tribunal for 
adjudicating whether or not there was sufficient cause 
for declaring these associations as unlawful. 

I shall now examine the relevant materials placed 
before me by the Central Government and the Gov¬ 
ernment of Manipur in support of the notification under 
reference in the light of the legal provisions set out 
above and the history of these organisations, 'heir 
aims and objectives, their past activities, and the find¬ 
ings of the Tribunals constituted from time to time 
which have been already staled above. 

The reasons for this fresh notification and set our 
therein are that the organisations (1) have openly 
declared as their objective the formation of an ,'ndc 
pendent Manipur comprising the State of Manipur 
and have resorted to violent activities in pursuance of 
their objective to bring about cession of the sara 
State from the Union of India; (2) have been 
employing armed lorcrys to achieve their aforesaid ob¬ 
jective; (3) have in furtherance of their aforesaid 
objective been employing the said armed and the Civil 
Government and the citictns in the Sla'e of Manipur, 
and indulging in acts of looling and intimidation 
against the civilian population for collection of funds 
for their organisations; (4) have miadc some efforts 
to resume their contacts with foreign countries for 
securing assistance by way of arms and training for 
the purpose of achieving their aforyaid objective, 

So far as the first ground is concerned it is clear 
from the foregoing discussion about the various noti¬ 
fications undci section 3(1) made, ever since 1979 
and the reports of the Tribunal thereon that these or¬ 
ganisations with their objecive of procuring secession 
of Manipur from the Union of India ard fop creation 
of independent Manipur with the assistance of the 
similar elements from the foreign countries had been 
over the years indulging m unlawful activities, There 
is nothing to indicate any change in the aims and 
objectives of oily of thyc three organisations during 
the relevant period. 

So far as the other grounds arc concerned as earlier 
Indicated, the Central Government and Stale of Mani¬ 
pur have produced materials and documents to sho-v 
that there was sufficient cause for declaring the asso¬ 
ciations in question to be unlawful. I have carefullw 
considered all such material including the affidastK 
filed on behalf of the Central Government and ; 

State of Manipur and also the concerned jffes, TeporU 
of the concerned Ministries including -ffic Ministry of 
Defence. Intelligence Bureau, FAWand also the State 
of Manipur, I have also considered the depositions of: 
(1) Mr. A, Banerjee, Deputy Secretary, Mirfistry of 
Home Affairs. Government of India, New Delhi. (?) 
Mr. K. H. Mohendro Singh. Deputy Secretary, Home 
Department. State of Manipur, and (3) Mr. C. Peter 
DI.G, C.I.D , State of Manipur. 

1 have perused all the materia! state above. On 
careful consideration of the entire material and infor¬ 
mation made available to me, I an satisfied that 'he 
grounds stated in the notification do exist. Desp'te 
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these organisations being declared illegal front time to 
time ever .since 1979 they still continue to be as effec¬ 
tive as they were in the past. There is no change in 
their aims and objectives which evidently are secession¬ 
ist. They have been and are still active. They have 
been committing various crimes to achieve their seces¬ 
sionist goal. They also have their foreign contacts 
and are maintaining bases in neighbouring foreign 
countries for procuring arms and getting training in 
guerilla warfare. Considering all these factorsi and 
the totality of the facts and circumstances set out 
above, I am satisfied that there was sufficient cause lor 
declaring the three associations in question namely. 
People’s Liberation Army (Eastern Region) (PLA). 
People’s Revolutionary Party of Kangleipuk 
(PREPAK) and its ‘Red Army’ as also the offshoots 
of PREPAK like the Kangleipak Communist Party 


and its aimed wing also called the ‘Red Army’ and 
the United National Liberation Front (UNLE) to 
be unlawful. Accordingly, I confirm the Notifica¬ 
tion No. S.O. 729(E) dated 26-10-1991 issued by the 
Central Government under section 3(1) of the Act 
declaring these three organisations as unlawful. 

New Delhi 

DATED : 16-4-1993. 

DR. It. P. SARAF, Tribunal 

[Tile No. Il|34j91-NE. I] 
13. P. SINGH, Jt. Secy. 
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